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Continuation of claims discussed: 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed" The case 
would be in condition for allowance if nonelected subject matter is removed. It was pointed out to Mr Hansen that in 
claims 1,4 and 12 "n" needs to be limited to 1 and V=CH and W=CR2' consistent with the restriction requirement Thus 
all nonelected and superfluous subject matter can be deleted by an Examiner's Amendment. Mr. Hansen approved of 
the deletions. It was also pointed out that punctuation marks (i.e. periods) are missing in the Abstract which will also be 
corrected by the examiner.. 



